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* The Spirit of Enthnsiasni it always the same, operating in ranch thn 
- same manner in all Sects and Professions of Religion, and discovering 
” itself in iimilar peculiarities of notions and behaviour.” 

/ 

Bishop LAviHcroir. 



, And here our Authors make a doubt. 

Whether he were more wise or stout : 

Some hold the'one, and some the other ; 

But, howsoe’er they make a pother. 

The difference was so small, his brain 
Outweigh’d his rage but half a grain : 

Which made some take him for a Tool 

That Knaves do work with, call’d a Fool. ' Butlir. 
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LETTER I. 



VARIETY OF SECTS. MUTUAL DISAGREEMENTS. 



MY DEAR SIR, 

YOU may remembe^ that when you 
favoured me with a call a few days ago, you found 
me reading Grey’s edition of Hudibras ; and I ob- 
served to you, that having accidentally taken up 
the poem, my attention had been an*ested by the 
many resemblances that struck me, between the 
sectaries of Butler’s days, and those of our own. 
I have since amu§ed myself with examining those 
resemblances somewhat more closely, as well as my 
few books upon the subject enable me : and I have 
thought it might afford some entertainment to you, 
as well as to myself, if I were to send you the 
result of my examination. I shall accordingly take 
the liberty of doing so in this and some following 
letters ; in which I ought perhaps to apprize you, 
that you are not to expect any fresh information. 
Even the general resemblance between the Puritans 

E and 
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and the Methodists has been repeatedly noticed ; I 
am not however aware that they have hitherto been 
compared in the various particulars, in which it 
■will be my present object to point out their re- 
semblance. 
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‘ It IS a trite remark, that every blessing is liable 
to abuse. No stronger exemplification of it can be 
found, than the licentiousness, which accompanied 
the religious liberty, introduced by the Reformation. 

Being released from tyranny, men thought proper 
to release themselves from law ; and all “ went 
“ a-whorin2 after their ow n inventions.'’ 

o 

Religion spawn’d a various rout 
Of petulant capricious sects, • 

* The maggots of corrupted texts, 

as w*e have it in Hudibras * : and Dr. Grey re- 
marks, that “ never were there so many different 
“ sects and religions as were tlien in England.” 

One preacher, whom he quotes, told the parliament, 
in a thanksgiving sermon, “ That there w ere no less 
“ than an hundred and fourscore several heresies f 
propagated and spread in London and another ^ 
observed, “ That in the little town of Reading, he 
“ w as verily persuadcff, if Augustin’s and Epipha- 
nius’s catalogues of heresies were lost, and all 
other ancient and modern records of that kind, 

♦ Part III. Canto i. Verse 8. 

« yet 
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“ yet it titrouid be no hard matter to restore them 
with considerable enlargements from that place 

The remark of Dr. Grey I fear to be equally, if 
not still more just, as applied to the present time. 
To the “ Anabaptists, Familists, Socinians, Pda- 
“ gians. Ranters, and what not * of the puritanical 
age, many of which are still in force amongst us, 
may be added the Wesleyans, Whitefieldians, Re- 
vivalists, New-itinerants, Swedenborgians, Zinzen- 
dorfians, Jumpers, Swadlers, and what not of the 
methodistical age. London is now, as heretofore, 
the hot-bed of these prolific maggots : Reading, if 
I mistake not, would supply as copious a catalogue 
of heretics and schismatics : and the late Bishop of 
Sarum had reason to be satisfied, that “ the Babel 
‘‘ of Sectansm” w as erected in his time, as well as 
formerly, at no great distance from Salisbury plain 'f*. 

Various as these sects are in name, they are no - 

less AT VARIANCE WITH EACH OTHER in thcfr ^ 

tenets. 

They w^ere at that time,” says Dr. Grey J, 
much of the temper and disposition of those 
Disciplinarians in Queen Elizabeth’s days ; four 

* Part I. Canto ii. 485. 
t See Note on Hudibas, III. ii, 8. 

: Ib. 1. i, 210. 

B 2 “ classes 
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classes of whom complained to the Lord Burleigh, 

“ the Lord Treasurer, against the Liturgy then in 
use. He enquired, whether they would have it 
“ quite taken away ? They said, No. He ordered 
“ them to make a better. The first classis made 
» j “ one agreeable to the Genevan form ; this the 

second disliked, and corrected in six hundred 
“ particulars : that had the misfortune to be quar- 
\] “ relied at by the third classis : and what the third 

i ‘‘ resolved on was found fault with by the fourtli. 

“ And it is observed of Queen Elizabeth, that she 

i I 

I ‘‘ was often heard to say, that she knew very well 

[j what would content the Catholics, but that she 

“ never could learn what would content the Pu- 
“ ritans.” 

With the Catholics of the present day I have 
nothing to do ; but I believe that George the Third 
might be as much puzzled to know what would con- 
tent the Methodists. 

I have met with many persons, 1 believe them to. 
be very numerous, who confound the Methodists in 
general, as if they were but one body : little aware 
of their being divided and subdivided into sects, as 
much at variance with each other, in their own 
estimation, as light and darkness, or as angels and 
devils. 
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Not to insist on more trivial discrepancies 
between less celebrated leaders, we find the two 
^reat founders of the two great divisions of Me^^ 
thodisin “ accusing each otiier of preaching 
“ damnable and essentially erroneous doctrines, 
horrid blasphemies, another gospel, &c. To 
be more particular, Mr. Whitefield told Mr. John 
Wesley, that ‘‘ they preached two different gospels, 
and therefore he not only would not join with 
or give him the right hand of fellowship, but 
‘‘ was resolved publickly to preach against him 
and his brother, wheresoever he preached at 
all *f.” And Mr. Wesley declared, that “ he 
had an immediate call from God to preach and 
** publish to the world, that Mr. Whitefield’s doc- 
trine was highly injurious to Christ :|l.” I would 
observe by the way, that Mr. Myles, in his Chro- 
nological History of the Methodists, speaking of 
this dissention, says, ‘‘ some warm expressions 
“ dropt from them towards each other Such is 
the faithful represention of a partizan I 

This however is by no means the only important 
dissention among the Methodists. Among the foj- 

* See the Enthusiasm of Methodists and Papists compared* 
Part II. Prcf. p. xxi. 

f Dr. Cokc*s Life of Wesley, p. 214. 

X Nott’s Bampton Lectures, p. 248. 

§ P. 11. 
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lowers of Wesley in particular, who, you know^ 
adhere to the opinions of Arminius in opposition 
to the gloomy doctiines of Calvin, espoused by 
Whitefield, there have arisen numerous disputes, 
especially concerning the administration of the 
sacraments; service in church hours; the nature 
and exercise of religious liberty ; and the form§ of 
Church government. These disputes have led to 
partial separations, and the formation of societies 
independent of each other. And, as a proof that 
these disputes are not considered by themselves as 
pf ordinary importance, we are informed by an 
author, who was several years in the connexion as 
a preacher, that in one particular instance, “ the 
“ parties abused each other without shame and 
“ without mercy;” and that the controversy was 
conducted with ‘‘ such a spirit of rancour and hatred 

as the religious world has seldom seen 

Upon occasion of this disturbance among that 
community of real Christians the Methodists, their 
historian discovers that schism is an awful thing f ! 
A reflection, which does not appear to strike either 
him or his brethren, on occasion of their separa- 
tion from the established Church. “ Such a sepa- 
ration,” that I may use the words of Mr. Wesley 

* Nightingale’s Portraitiwe of Methodism, p, 481. 

+ Myles’s Chron. Hist, p, 186. 

X Life, by Hampson, vol. II. p. 2l6„ , 

they 
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they do not imagine to be any sin at all. They 
leave a Christian society Avith as much uncon- 
“ cern as they go out of one room into another. 
They give occasion to all this complicated 
mischief, and wipe their mouth, and say they 
have done no evil.” 

Resemblances to their forerunners occur to me, 
Avhere I little expected to find them. “ After a 
‘‘ most lamentable schim,” said a Presbyterian Mi- 
nister, about the year I69O, “ of above forty 
years continuance, it pleased God at last to 
‘‘ touch the hearts of the Godly Ministers of the 
“ Presbyterian and Independent persuasion, with 
“ a deep sense of this great evil in separating so 
long the one from the other So it is tliat a 
conscience can be at the same time both tender and 
callous ! So it is that men can strain at a gnat, and 
aAvallow a camel ! 

Believe me. 

My dear Sii', 

Very faithfully your’s. 

July 29, 1808, 

* Preface to Hudibras, p. xii. 
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LETTER IL 



UNION AGAINST THE CHURCH. DEVOTION TO 
THEIR OWN CAUSE. 



MY DEAR SIR, 

MY former letter contained some in- 
stances of the dissensions of Methodists, one with 
another. But however widely dihering on other 
subjects, whether of discipline or of doctrine, there 
is one, upon which I apprehend that all descrip- 
tion s, whether Wesleyans or Whitefieldians, whether 
New-itinerants or Revivalists, together with almost 
all- other descriptions of modern Sectaries, are 
very generally agreed. 

One of the commentators on Hudibras remarks 
** It might be asked how it comes to pass, that the 
Kmght makes choice of a Squire of different 
principles from his own ; and why the Poet after- 
wards says, 

• I. i. 45T. 

Never 
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Never did trusty Squire with Knight, 

" Or Knight with Squire, e’er jump more right t 
Their arras and equipage did fit. 

As well as virtues, part, and w’it,” 

“ when there is so manifest a disagreement in the 
‘‘ principal part of their character? To which it 
may be answered^ That tlie end they proposed 
“ by those adventures was the same, and tliough 
they differed about circumstantials, THEY agreed 
‘‘ TO UNITE THEIR FORCES AGAINST THE ESTA- 
“ BLisHED Religion. The Poet, by this piece 
of management, intended to show the joint con- 
“ currence of Sectaries against all law and order 
at that time.” 

. r 

This is one among several passages, wherein, 
had the Commentator lived at this time, I should 
have supposed him to have the Sectaries of this 
time in his eye. The follow ing statement is equally 
alarming on account of the view w hich it gives both 
of their numbers and of their union. “ By this 
“ calculation of the different bodies, into which 
“ the Methodists are divided,” (1 understand the 
calculation to be made exclusively of the W esleyait 
Methodists) “ it appears that their effective force, 
** regular and volunteer, is about seven hundred 
‘‘ thousand strong ! Saying nothing of their allies, 
‘‘ of various descriptions, both in the Church, and 
among the evangelical Dissenters, who all belong 
g “ more 
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more or less to the same body, or compose' what 
has been called, I hope improperly, the com- 

EINED ARMIES AGAINST THE ClIURCH OF 

' ‘ England 

The general statement at the end of the fore- 
going extract is corroborated (if corroboration be 
necessary) by a passage, which I shall next lay 
before you from another author: whose opinion, 
with respect to the force of the Whitefieldian Me- 
thodists in particular, compared with the followers 
of Wesley, will doubtless appear to deserve your 
attention. 

“ It is well known, that Whitefield and Wesley 
differed about the Calvinistic points. Hence they 
‘‘ became each the head of a different party, 
tliough they are all knowm by the general name 
of Methodists. Of these the followers of Whhe- 
“ field, who are more or less inclined to Calvinism^ 
‘‘ far exceed in point of numbers their brethren in 
“ separation, the Arminian Methodists. They are 
“ again subdivided among themselves; and it is 
“ hardly possible to mark with accuracy the shades 
“ of difference, which distinguish one congregation 
from another. In one respect they are 
united: that of dissenting from the 

^ j 

“ Established Church f.” 

* 

* Nightingale’s Port, of Meth, 470. 
f Orthodox Churchman’s Magazine. voL VI. p, 351. 

Now 
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Now if these calculations are to be relied on, 
they present us with a body of enemies, under the 
sole denomination of Metliodists, amounting to a 
sum not much short of one million and a half. I 
confess I suspect some mistake in one or both of 
the statements. However, that the numbers are 
very formidable there cannot be a doubt ; nor do I 
think it more questionable, that they are united, 
not merely in dissenting from, but in of posing, tlie 
Established Church 

And 

* Since writing the above, I have requested to be informed 
on what authority the Editor of the O, G, Magazine made the 
statement, mentioned in the text, as to the Calvinistic Me- 
thodists exceeding the Arminians in number ; and whether it 
is to be understood as referring to that calculation, w^hich 
_ makes the Arminians 250,000 ; or that which increafes them 
to 500,000, or 700,000. That gentleman has replied to my 
request in a very handsome manner, by informing me, that 
^ he has paid considerable attention to the progress of the 
Methodists ; and he is fully of opinion, from his own obfer- 
** vation, and the refult of various inquiries, that the propor- 
tion of Calvinistic JMethodists is to the Wesleyan as Three 
to One, on the fullest estimate of the latter.” A proportion 
this, which raifes the Calvinistic Methodists to a sum gx- 
,<reeding two millions in England and Wales ; and makes the 
aggregate of the adherents of Methodism little short of Three 
Millions of souls ; or more than one fourth of the population 
pi the country ! 

To the above communication are fubjoined the following 
interesting particulars, for which my readers, as well as rny- 
will, I doubt not, fed themselves obliged to the gentle- 
man, 
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And indeed they have good reason to be united 
in their exertions, if the cause, in which they are 

equipped, 

man, to whose liberal attention to my application I am much 
indebted. ** In the metropolis the Wesleyans have no more 
** than six or seven Meeting-houses, three of which only arc 
of a capacious size r whereas the Calvinistical Methodists 
** have no less than sixteen, tlie principal part of which are 
** very large and crowded. Besides these, many fmall coii- 
** venticles are opened in various parts, where, though the 
preachers affect to be Independents, they arc in truth Me- 
** thodists. Many also of the old Dissenting places of worship 
“ have sunk into Methodism of this division ; and have 
preachers, who are not acknowledged by the regular board 
of Dissenters. In fact, with the exception of those, who 
are Baptists, Arians, or Socinians, the greater part of the 
“ Dissenting Congregations are not to be distinguished from 
“ the Methodists, and usually they are provided with Teachers 
“ from Hoxton or Cheshunt Seminaries, which arc notoriously 
methodistical. 

“ In addition to all these nurseries of Calvinistical Metho- 
“ dism, it deserves serious consideration, that the Churches 
“ and Chapels possessed by those Clergymen, who arrogate to 
“ themselves the exclusive titles of Evangelical and Gospel 
“ Preachers, are powerful auxiliaries in the same cause. Of 
these there are at least twelve in this metropolis : and it is 
“ well known that in none of them will any person be suffered 
‘‘ to officiate, who is not one of the fraternity. Hence it is 
“ that the strain and manner of preaching in these places 
“ disposes many to go to the avowed Methodistical Conven- 
** tides : and the noted Coal-heaver, who is followed by 
“ thousands, has made it a boast frequently, that the best 
** part of his Congregation were prepared for him by Father 
“ Romaine. This also has been observed and dwelt upon 

“ with 
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equipped, (it matters not with what discordant 
principles) be the cause of God ; and that, against 
which they are arrayed, be the cause of the devil. 

3uch was the language of old : and such it is now. 

In Charles the First’s time a puritan Minister 
told his congregation from the pulpit, “ That they 
ought to contribute, and pray, and do all they 
“ were able to bring in their brethren of Scotland 
“ for settling of God’s cause. I say, quoth he, 
this is God’s cause; and if our God has any 
“ cause, this is it : and if this be not God’s cause, 

“ then God is no God for me, but the Devil is got 
“ up into heaven 

** with pleasure, by that arch-fchismatic Haweis, in his 
“ Church History, where he accounts for the increase of Cal- 
“ vinistical Methodists and Conventicles, by the popularity of 
** the Evangelical Clergy, from the hearing of whom numbers 
“ go off and join other congregations. 

“ The reason why the VVesleyans appear so formidable, is 
^ the exact stated account published by them : and from the 
last report of their Conference, it certainly is evident, that 
** their increase and strength must give serious ground for ap- 
“ prehension. The Galvinistical Methodists have no Con- 
ference ; nor do th.jy publish any statement of their numbers 
and progress. But from the Evangelical Magazine and 
“ other authorities it is clear, that their progress is more 
“ alarming. In and about the metropolis they abound : and 
they have penetrated, and are still penetrating, into the 
“ obscurest towns and villages of the kingdom," 

I Hud. L i. 736. 



Such 



14 

Such blasphemous expressions, my deatr Sir, are 
too shocking for the eye or ear of a sober-minded 
Christian : but I fear you will find their parallel in 
the language of some of our pious Sectaries. 

X forbear to dwell on the menace of a certain 
Methodist Preacher ; who, indignant at being re- 
fused a participation in the Lord’s Supper, thus 
vented his resentment against the Minister, “ My 

God will scourge you for this, or he is no God 
I rather refer you to the great founders of the 
sects, IV'fessrs. AVhitefield and W esley, who may vei’y 
fairly be considered to have given the tone to the 
sentiments of tneir disciples, and whose 'arrogant 
opinion of the cause, in which they are engaged, 
does not sink below that of their forerunner quoted 
above. Mr. Whitefield, for instance, not only 
asserts his conviction, that his cause is the cause 
‘‘ of civil and religious liberty f “ the blessed 
‘‘ cause, the cause of God's ark, &c but pro- 
nounces that all IMorality set up in opposition to 

his, shall sink with its professors into hell 
and Mr. \\ esley not only says “ it is plain to him 
“ that the whole work of God termed Methodism, 

* Enthusiasm of MeilioJists, &c. Part III. page 17. 

t Notts Damp. Lectures, p. 2f)4, 

t Remarks on a Pamplilet inti tied The Enthusiasm ot 
rMethodists, &c. p. 36. 

§ Enthusiasm of Methodists, &c. II. 117. 



